Feb. 11, 1967 



Dear Harold, 

After a long search I finally managed to- . w et a job and 
now I can devote my spar e time to beeping up :*itli the case. Hhcuse 
the delay in ansvreriir, your letters but my reply will, I hope, tell 
you of tile things I have been looking into* 1 1 11. also answer all the 
questions you raised in your letters* 

First, 01 xt Citizens Committee here met last meek and mill 
this cominy class session (my course on the assassination) work out 
the material to appear in the first issue of our newsletter* You can 
look for this soon as soon as we run it off and pet it out to the 
mailing list of names 1 'vs built up. The Los Angeles pro up seems very 
ambitious and has put out a lot of informational leaflets and we are 
in close touch with them* They know of our plans to put out our news- 
letter and have sent us suggestions on what to do* 

In his letter to me from the L.A* group Steve Burton, the 
chairman, wrote me that Lane in his debate with Liebeler last month 
n was not brilliant". Burton said that "there w as little conflict be- 
tween the two and both appealed more to the audience than the issues* " 
Liebeler referred to the current tuition crisis, etc. and Lane praised 
the youth for their daring in criticising the V/arren Report. resolu^ 
tion that "the conclusions of the Perron Alport are invalid", j.urton 
said, was won by Lane "hands down". 

Burton also said that Liebeler, in a press conference before 
the debate, stated that me mac! conclusive proox tnat no snots at ^ all 
cane from the mas sy knoll* In his debate the two points which -liebeler 
presented that were new, according to Burton, concerned the head shot 
and the photo of CL BlppA. The first "proof" consisted of liebeler s 
statement that a physicist me talked to said tnat one neap, iioves iQiiui d 
in the first instance after the explosion and therefore the snot came 
trom Behind-. He did not refer at all bo the violent head movement back- 
ward that is apparent. In his second "proof" Liebeler dramatically pre-* 
sented a five foot photo of one of his students that was supposed bo 
duplicate the conflicting shadows in 03 #133A. As Burton ^ pointed out Lie- 
beier did not show the Oswald photo side by side. An article 1 n enclosing 
says Liebeler was showinr this M mereley to illustrate a pant. He said m 
hadn*t occurred, to him" to show the otner along side ox iu* ^ 

As Burton notes in his letter the only valid similar:, oy oe- 
tween the two pho’fs is that both men are holding funs, incidentally, r.ur 
bon says the reporter in the enclosed article miscuoued nay A arcus in one 

Such e shodd" u " affair for lieoeler to have engaged in and i o s 
becoming more and more obvious that he is using his students for another 

COuU 0± ,,hlt |efore I forget I wanted to call your attention to something 
that may be of help to you concerning L velady. Bote that in your Look 
(•■'■jo) on ra e 137 you cite the report iS the Herald Tribune wnere w 
lower says that "my client was thinking of writing an article on tne 
loveladv affair. 1 recall that back in 1964 around spring nark ^ne nad 
stated that the Saturday Lvening lost had receives. an article on ~°/ e - 
1 8d v that would snow To velady did now resemble Oswald, ho rnore^ was heard 
about this and a reference to this did not appear publicly or in prin 
I do, however , have this tape of Lane and 1 know it appears in it. wo 
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names were mentioned by Lane* Perhaps you can yet in touch with the 
SatL'vePost and find out v/hat hejypened. on this* Maybe Richard TTnalen 
vdio wrote that piece tz an heip you • It could he a lead tnau niiynt oel3. 
you somethings about move lady and I do think it Is wortn tracking, ciovrn# 
low for" some other items: You asked about sources of Cuban refugees 
in Florida' and Dallas* I have none on this but will ret to wirk on doing 
further work a lor ■ these lines* I hope to come up v/itn some uni n^ very 

soon. . ' 

About anti-c astro literature in Kew Orleans: Of this tne oesu poss- 
ible source on tlii s would b© Vh T * Lee who used co oe che nead^ox r ^Ii 
pl a v for Cuba Committee and who before he became the head of it was ac- 
tive in organ! sing a. chapter down in i'tew Orleans* Since trie FPOG has . ° ld- 
ed I don 1 1 have Lee 1 s present address but friends tell me that ne is still 
in the hew York City area. Dave Dellinger, the editor of liberation, wno 
\vas in tovm here last week says he believes that Lee is with the narlern 
Unea- loyment League in HY and said he would try to ;.,et his ac dress ~or me* 

■ • - • • jl - 1 t dro' . him r.nbt-i er note and 
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I su";.--st fiat ;"ou con:.: ct ve ... . ~ ... 

30 @ j f he has located .:...* £ is ; - '’• L t , c ‘ ,y ■ 

r»ou*os ooeratin:: on the Eastern and Southern areas# his contacts are many 
- the ' BSt i .the 1 . e \'f Orleans and Florida area# 

■-r -0 sure “ r ou catch hanenester on n et tne Press Lais ^uno.ay ±L 
you haven 1 1 heard it. I 1 11 .be watching him at a friend 1 s oalce. 

Hear anythin*' ‘more on what Greater Philadelphia will oe c.orny on 

* I " di d come across some more information on ^ynilfis^ waiclj. 1*11 pass 
on to you. Fiat investigator who spoke with him said that sn article^ on 
air a peered in a Radian pub lie at: mi known as liberty 1 * whicn has since 
" , --- -•»- - article appeared July In, 19 arc. r,rr -n r-: 
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one out of print. The 



on "o are 

1.-- t y — ^ ~ ~ — 7*- - ; r n w 

?'i- s ? ■’ r : "e ctj the very lest iesue. I -• now try in;, uo •‘■oct.ue a 

coo-. : d::Vou cm tv-ace one in the New York area where it is faorer wo 

obt -:' 1 n conies of ua'.o that are out of print. The hast sources. flo oe 

tne Oanaclian SJabaasy. Chances are that tne me.;: i's.s published ifl loron o 

but till 3 of the NY Times story oH Joe Ball which you re- 

f erred to? I can't locate it. It had _ some thins to do with a speech ae made 

but t^st i-s the only note I have on it. , -.-11 .1 

"kpfI told me that the two tapes of interviews you arc. wrtn oill y “ 

Connell .ill the phone call on the &88 show in whlcj 

you esidlnat^ Sn'had. called In sayins ha. had assassination picture^ 

t -Mr. -.-*(! t^s uart of the program and an not sure 01 wnau n 1 s ou ae 
tm: :r ; Vo r dd -WeshWy memory - nobody has a tape of turns s.. ». 

:: be iite-'.; V : In k >win that I toe e l*ad on someone (It 

- aa v h e^the*** sane "per son who called in the show) /which I aope^oo cn.cz 

out within 10 days* I’ll let you know all a&ouo itmni my ne,-,u . 1 m 

to meet with him soon# , j* rtri i 

for --our info; I heard iron a pro.. essor wno oeacneo po---;-n.cal 

dt^sh .olu-^c. He had written me trying to yet m touch 
hh kd: £ todeach you -d -are him your address. He was 

in iiavin;:. -aha ay. ah at two Canadian collect s _ 

• a fee. I su-.--.eot you wi ite or call nm ao; j-o. eon n. j.o --- 

in Thomley on that . 

oVle . ^Sth? S\e ?nte:a 3 ted in hnowiny that I ■ Vo teen in touch 

Vi. Hu-., of hie letter is self-enplahatory. (See enclosure). 
Incident eld, bolan never heard anythin" more on cnao call. *-toat 
1.... , nnn ; to „ c \- this '"own is to check or. the names 01 T.iornley. 

One O&r wiy Sib? "oe the: If you'll recall that per on said he was 
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to be in viashir^ton, D.G. lor a convention in oept., 1967 con- 
cerning liis business. Can you _et a list for ne of tie conventions that 
will occur in tuc-vt nontli and I* 11 (by process of elimination) tra-k 
him down that way. It's a lone i tedious way to do it but so far tne 
onlv way • vjhat ho you^tnink^ About tne bcsu vray bp y l one list o± 0 on— 
ventions would be to v-o intact 'one Ohsrxoer c i oo^icrce or ore Convention 
fair . au" which most major cities* have. Then leave one rest to re. 

Other iters X votec which not v n cone to you:. attention; Oav* 
and bis use of an alias while in h^- rlc o (see Vol. In -.or9J; a suspect 
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u’d find of 
oer.tly I nr. 
.i sous cion which 
compared it to 



at tills transcript reads, .as follows; 



interest. Refer to 
' aa _ c 6 . t o o’.; t ai n til e 
was released by a. 
tiie one t'.iat is in 



Oswald; "Sa?> well, as I 



er, well, I -will answer that question 

I worked 



directly then as you will not rest until you c .et your answer er, I worJ 
in Russia er, I s was er under the protection er, of the er, that is to 
say I was not under protection of the American movement but as I was 
aVali tines er, considered as American citi sen. I did not lose my fuser i c— 
an c i ti z enship « " 

You'll note that the one that appears in the Volume. does not con- 
tain the words (eric lu din ■ the ers) "1 . was under the protection of tne. ♦ • " 

If the "counts si on asserts that this is the actual words of Oswald why 
cid t.iev edit these words out? They nay clain they did this to in- 
■■'rove the sense but I contend <that v.'.ia.t happened here 15 t.iat Oswald mad 
unintentionally uttered a Freudian slip and tried to recover. The one 
o e-'ited the version that appears in the Volume rust ve picked unis up 
end edited it out because it would have shown that Oswald had almost blovm 
his "cover". The Commission wasn't interested in showing that - even m 
s. slip "*■ Oswald was or could have been an spent of the U»>3« yovernment. wno 
indeed had, the protection of the .American government as an spent even if 
a minor -one. Po you. ayree with ny analysis? 

Incidentally, I have the actual words of Oswald on record. A reco- 
J rdin of this debate was put out by Billy dames bar.:, is A -is crew entitled 
"TneVre si dent's Assassin Ope&ks". I listened carefully to wnat Oswald nao 
to say d how he said it and i /looted when i hear a tnis that ne max. saic.^ eA 
act 1” ’..hat .the transcri'ot which I obtained said he said, .-hen I neara i t 
j remember sayin to myself that I'll bet they censored the above ix obey 
printed this. I turned to the volume some time after that ana sure enouyn 
found that they had. It wasn't until recently that - thanks to some^ wonde- 
rful oeo O-e - r was able to wet the original transcript. If you re intere- 
sted in "ettin ; this recordins you can write; Key Records, 7720-ounset 
5 lvd. , iOa. 46, Calif. Is there any information or i oiis/moaoe^fl ^ e h'" 
-res? rerha-os "ou could include talc r.n your not oa cociuencs ana I 1- 
enelose here the copy of mat treneript (the relevant portion) . - 

I hpve so ne -'trier material In "Bronx nv Aixcn 1 11 send s’-Oit-y# 
It concerns' that fake awency I discussed with you when you were nere. 

■."ell* thst 1 s all for now. I nope tnis will keep you up uo taoe 

with what’s happening here. , , . _ . 

Re ,ards to you in the uean tine . Let me know now you re a ox nr 

vixen you _^et the chance. ..opi ru to ne ar fro:: you soon. 

Best, 



